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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


IPart.I—Sec. I] 


^ TRn t) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t) ^ ^ cTTOT WU % I 

^ v3m4^ ^ 5(5) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ snf^i ^ ^ ^ 

Jr1^*r^ ^ 16 31#^ 2002 ^ ^ >Hl4v^ir^ch ^^tRI ^ I^RT# TTR^ 

^ srmRUf ^ JRjlftRI W m f^RI^ ^ #RT^^ 

1975 ^ ^igir 29 ^ ci^ #pn^[^ 2918.14 ^ 3n% 

^ 'Hl^f^cb ^ 3TRRtf ^ ^ cb\k(i\i 3im ^ 


^ 14-6-2002 ^ JINf^ -IR ^ TlfcT 3jft)'^fr|d ^ 3jk 

[cif^ ^ 

^ i> ^tlT^ f^ ^ JrRf^R> RMjffl TR SIT^ Rrir^ ^ ^ 

^ ^rR ^ 3I^#I W 1 


OTmcraj/^ 


^0 ^pftvjf^ c^R<T?C^, ^*4^ 

^0 ^ 5fr^ ^ Rit^ro, 

Ao ^Mt wMftw yr^ f^o, 

^0 ^ 0^0 w ^ 0 , ^5^^ 

4o %IRT Rlf^o. ^ 

^0 ^ yt^ ^ f^o, ROTR 

^0 'd’jlcl c^Rcl^e^, RxIK, RTcT StR 


7. 




[^1—7^1] 


3 


8. ^0 (|fe2rr) terfto, 

9. Ao fcrfto, 

1. ^0 4o 5^ w ^o^io^o, 

2. ^0 snt ^0 f^o, 

3. ^0 ^?%aT cFJO f^o 

4. ^0 ^f^cb f^o, 

^ClVi 

^0 Ri^^fuiqi 4l4)4Pl<bc^ fclPli<5 

v) miR|4>i^ 1 ^ ^r ^ ^ ?r>r ^ 

^ ^ f^ ^ ^ ^ 3fhf fjd44i trafr cr>r ^ ^ 

^ 'flelie $ I 

vi) 3TTf^r^ % ^ fld4^ ^afr cp>r 21 - 10-2002 ^ m 

% 3R^ 4^ ^ 3RH I ^ iiafr ^ TrfcTg^ ^afr ^ o^md 

^ jrf^ ^ 3fk ^ 3 ^ llc5=d^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

vii) f^pRferfer f§d^^ jlRi jnsrfJr^ f^i>cb^?tV'Hi<J^Pl4) ^ ^rfcT^^ A 

fM Tfir ^ I 


#8^ Rl^>if^^l «||^fJ|<J)^ f^o 

^[0 (tf^) f^o 




THE GA23JrrE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


HO 


d. pUiWi c}^ sftY ^ ^ 


fcfftO 




^ ^ 3ftY ^ '^RcER ^ 


^ URT jRp %2r ^ ^ 

gRT ^ xf>T^ ^ ^ ^ 3jk ^ f^THH 6 

(7) ^ ^rpR HR! Mot ^ Tic^i Y>gri i 


ix) ^ ^ Mh HR?T "^r ^ ^ 3TRITC# ^ ^ ^ 

JT5?] ^ fM 3jk ^ ^ Mn w sn 

x) ^ Efrw Mr ^ gRi ^ Mt 

3i1?rjM Mr 5 irM 4 fen H?n t. ^ ^wi ^ ^irfe hbt 

^rai n# w t i rfSTTf^r, feR^ n§fr gRi hy jMMn ^ 

3T2IcfT R Rro^T ^ ^jfei ^ ^ ferR Mt 'W 11 

xi) fem ^ fern 16 ^ 3T^OT ^ Mr ^rant/aiiHR ^ 

fert^E 11-12-2002 ^ w feR^ ^ Mr jr^ fenr w §tt i' 

xii) WnRRRT ^TflMr ^ gRI 5R^ ^ 

^ 3THR m ^3cWT c^ RFRI MeMT 3jk HRd ^ ^ ^HR 

^ 3ik v5^ Mt nR^ (5IT7R ^ ^ ^r 'nRRT Mr nf sit i 


^ RFT?r ^ Mj ^ ^ ^T% fe^fel 


W sn: 


I 




['^ 1—1] 




5 


1. ^i<i1c£PkcDctf fciPlild 

xiii) Jnt^<*>i^l ^ ^ ^ ^iRchi<t)d1 ^ ^ * 

xiv) ^ ^ **** ^ ^«Tt ^ TrfrtT^ OmR W 3Rgd ^ ^ 

ydf^ld ^ t 3jk ^ d^ 5ITte5T^ ^ ^ TTHT t I 

xv) vTTW 1 2001 ^ 31 2001 d^ Sfsrfd ^ f^, ^ ^ 

«}t I 

JS. ^I^ldcb ^ f^ddcd ^ ^ 

2.1 ^ f^WR 

d>. dift-ctilchdl 5RT >[T^ M ^ TOd ^ dTf^ ^ 2 Ijfc^d ^ 3Tf^ d>t ^ftdT 
Pl^jd ^ jrfcRTd oqcKI f^>dT ddT ?tdT 'Hlf^d f%dT ddT ^ I dF 
^ ■'rft<bl4 t dtdd M ^ 3{TdT^ dTdT -^ddd t ^ftd P\<b\S df 
cTRd ^ 3TTdR W dTdd dd dll^ f^T^TflldT ^ ^ 

70.95 5lf?r?ld 3ik 55.08 M^Jild t 1 

^Sfrd gfRT dRR tyif^dJT d^T fMddS ^ dTdd ^ d>RU[ 

d^fld sfRT vdoil ^ ^ d4K ^ ^ 4 ^'tai vJiMi dif^ I ^sftd ^ 
^ Pt^rdd ^ ^ pldldd)! 5RT 3mdT4 d4 d«?k dldd ^ 3^c^rd> ^ 

4^ ^ ^^fHT dlfld I 






THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


J t ^ ^ ^ TTT^, ^ ^ 3d^ t I 

^ jr*iR ^ 'ti<?>ci 3fT^<?n, ^?fr ^ f^jd 

Vi til* I ^RT y>tdlf 3 d ^ ^ST ilfrl'W^ll # I 3 RI: 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ gi^ g[rf!r ^ 3f l 4>cHd ^ ^ 


STRlcft viEjVl ^ 5ff^ ^ ^ # I ‘El^ vjeil*! ^ f^W(^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ vjt^idd ^ ^ t I Fi^ ^ sTTRiif 

3RI, f^gdif^iil ^ amif "Tlf illEj'lRlc^l ^ ^fnsf t l “^IRd ^MR ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ R^jldctil ^ ^ f I 

^ R^ld<t> t I f^Ri^ WT 

^ TIR%T PfRee HTpRjl^ ^ ^^ItSIdl ^ ^ I t f% 

^dt ^ PpsrtcRj ^ ?R3T ^ 3R^ t f^ ^ i^Tfel IR ^flRd ^ 

^ ^ t I 

MkPIc^ R'scjjq't ^ 3Traracb1 3RRT PRrfd^ ^ f^Rft ^ ^ JIM 

^ gar t. ^ TTM tMT t ^ ^ f^nrdt ^ M t I ^ xi Pf^P r ^l 
^ d??r, ^ ’TPEft^ Prf^ jiiPR^T^t ^ ^Tg^iEi "fe ^ ^>TRn, ?ft^i # jiRpr^ 
R'diCl'f ^ I 


rg^gP^JT ^ 6000 Jlf%^ ^ SlPUdlRd aiw ^ 3TcMT 

iiltftPl<hc^ f^O cfA aiRcdlRd STMT irf^ 25000 Afe^ t I 
i?Ri^ ^ tM ^ ^TWT 11000-12000 At^ jrPmA t, sri: 
if^ At t R> ddlKH, fm A wAt Slto? t, 3ik ^ 'Hl^f^ct) 







[^I—1] 


*IR(I 


7 


^ ^ 4 TTT^ ^ ^ 3rj*TcT ^rmr t ^ v3#iT ^ f?T^ 
aiTfjfhi ari^ f^iRT% ^ ^i[T^ I 

2.2 ^ 

ck^R^iw (^ftm) R(ft^4 

^) IRI ^ ^ ^iRl*! ^ ^ t ^*TRcr ^ 

^ ^ 1999-2000 2000-2001 4 W «IT >3^ 

wt^ ^ 2001 ^ ^ wm ^f ^ ^ irar i 

t ^ ^ 3n^ t 3Tlir^^ 

t ^ % ^i^f^ch x?f^ ^ ^ ^d^rd<f> t ^hi^n 

3T^ ^ 8ft I ^ iTTs^ ^ 7TF sn^ t I 

^) xraft^T aft? ^ .sft^ ^ % wn^ ^ c^PRT. anf^ \JMd<^ ^ ^ to 

^ a(^ ft^ ^ TO ^ anro^ ^ ^ ft tjf ^ ^ f^ 

TO^ ^ anfttr ^ t af«M ar^ift arRRT ^ Tj?r ai«M ^ ^ ^mfft i 

^) fft^TT TO^ ^RfipT aft? aiif^ anroR ^ ^ ft f^R^RRrot §rt 

^ aiicr?'^ ■^T^ ft aft? vj^Rft omi<«i ^ w 'ticr>^ cHft% cFW aii^idl 
^ ftl^^ ^ ft TOT TOft W ?^ ft aft?^^ cRtp ^ u RTTO ^ WT ft 
^ ^ ft I arift anTOR ft ^r^ftt to ft % a^^ii*ft ^ 

gft ^tr ^ qi«ivjj^q ftt VIsi) < I ^ TOfTT aT^ ft <j>ftl anft ft I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 11 


IT) W 










(^f%?TT) felft^, ^cKICI^d c^P|ct>c^ ^ ^ feR 12 

cET SfPm t I ^ «y|(^c[?|ct3Tli cbwi'f) 3lk 
^ ^ ^ 3T%[Tf^ f I 


^.) 3Trai^ ^ 3TRTcf5T ^ t ^ 3RfcR ^ f^ t ^ 


f^rf^ 1^ ^JIT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TFTFdt ^ MIdH'M ^ 


2.3 ^ 


Hftnn ^i<bH ^ f^TlR 




>Hv!<hK ^ prf^RnfM ^ 3f5^ t ^ 

£ ^ t f^ ^ Riildcb ^ ^l^mt ^ ^ ^ ^ 

m t ^ 456.7 3Rf^ cet ^ 




Tif^ iR t aisTcfi arf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ir ^fr to ^ fror 24 ^ ^fro 

^ ft I 3TRM, t TO ^ RtT tro f f?[^ Tjf^ ^ ^ TITO 

tr ^ ^ ^ ^IR^ IR 3 nmf^ ftRIT RRH dt ^l^f^c[> T^f^ ^ f^ 

5rft|pjR4^ ^ RTOT^ f^^d ^ vjTxjdH tttt I 
n) fc^ t ft ‘TOT t RPlM^dT ^ 3TSTOI ^ TO eft ^ 

TOTTO ^ TO?[ 3I%fT tt t 3ieRri ^nfeRTOt t TOR TOTRI 


^ jf^ntteT cfRt ^ TOt TOi ^ft RiTO ^ ^ TOt ^nftR f^Tir t 

RIRR ^d^idd (^^O^O^TtO) ^ft TO 3.4 t W 3ltf^ t ^ 

TOt t TT'tt TOT Ti^^t TR ftro ftRIT RR ^RII ^ cET TOR 


TTTO TORT f 




[»TF7 1—1'] 


^TPWn;?4 w ^ vii^w 

’ 5Rfir^ ^ ^ t .% ^£2n^4 ^ 

^ M %4jH|Pl ^^i ^ ^-I#^I<?! ^ ^ROr ^5^ «Rf^ t I i ' • v 

^) fIcT # ^ ^ ff t ijrRi<t>rcj>trt 

^ w 5RFf ^ it 

^) ^ t viMtUVl t ^ ^ ^ v5d4K-t # ^5;^ 

^ ^ 3RFT ^ ^ t ^ ^nW 

^ ^ m^T 6.5.2 ^ afTeife t ^ ^ sT^rfer 

t ^ ^r ^ ^ ^ ?|i'wRcb 

ij^^^cfTCj I > ;:: v: :r^iV / : ' ;:; , ■ - NiKi: 

■^) enR|cr>|cr>Tli, 1999-2001 ^ W y^lefTl ^ ^ 2000^ 

2001 ^^lf^4>l4>d5 t ## ^ ^ #Ri(f^ ^ ^ t t 

^srirTT^SI^ 3!^ t ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ir^ ^ t: ti 

?f) . J^pt t 0l’^<lj4 t ,]211R 0; Cf'i^ 

^ ^ tt 4 tt 3Rl )^ t 

^ »Tf^ t >6l^f^451?firg Hlf?>d t tr 1 T? 

2.4 tit<t>it 5Ry ^ ^^^ r^n^njuij (^ 

=-• ‘ - . ■ ■ ■, ; :- -^^ y\h:y ‘V^fj 

cB) snfiBJTft ^ g>5f^ f l^r^rftroi ^ ft Ra1d<S;. HSMWs^iftvfjf v3p 

gra? ^ tor #15^1^ vjs^^ %^?fti?r!^^ 

:: . : > i'r: f.>oK|?fl f[|<^ ^ ffcu 


176 Gl/ 200 g —2 










II 


[ i—I ] 

2.5 ^ 

f^^fFT. 8)7?^ ^ f^ t % ^ 3lt^ ^ vilt^ 

^ ^TFiT ^ t ?iir^(tj( ^r ftv ^ 3 ^?%cT 8nt f^FjScra^ ^ 

^ ^f^ch' ^ ^ 11 

2.6 gRT^ 

srif^^T'ft ^ ^ t % mt m(^ fk) «it5^. 

-jn^cPH f^o. sn?^ 3fhf A^ t^o 

A T^ fim ^ fen? ^ 31^^ 3JT^ ^FR 

t. ^ viimi#T 3mf^ ^ ‘*TRcT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ # 3I«Fn 

f^FltcT ^ Bt I ^ 

« 

^(4^ft<l> f^<f«Rr ^ gRT T(^J f^4g^ ^ gf?>, Trf?r - 

2.7 ^ 

cf>) iTR%i ^ ^?r chT^oT^ifi ^ VifA ^ Ai ^fs ^ndtwh fA^ ^ 

^ W^n 3lk ^ €t ^ t^HT ! 5R^ fteW^ ^ ^ 51l(^^^ 

^ ^ ^TB^fFT 3(k ^ Mlf^<t)l'^ gRT ^cfF? f\^ ?tM ^ 

STTTO^ «VHIc|^ ^ 31^^ 51^ "Snflc? | ^ ^TTcTT t 

f^ PlR^i JfTftr^, 3f^rfef ^ ^ 37W A) JRtn^ ^ 

^ ^ ?RfWt^. 3RT?2M ^ t 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sf.c. i] 


a ^ ^ ^ ^ t SRfcTR 

rqf^Rgi^ f^rfM ^ ^ f ^ ^iiclf^ WT ^ 






^ ■3ft ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ t I 


^FIR 


on^ncf^ gRT ^ ^ j% tt]^ ^ ^ gm ft MHlIftid ^ t ^ 

1S99-2000 sftF 2000-2001 ft ft^ '31R?T T^lft ^ m, ^ ^ ^ 

^\ \ftft arrftcPR -m i ^ ^irrar t % ^rmrgfft 

1999-20(30 3fR 2000-2001 ^ ■JTR^ ftg m sft^ 3^: ^ 

^ ^ ft fiWT W 9?T 3fR 31^-. cfft f^IWld 3n?TR#^ t I 

3IT!JRT^ gRT gift TT? t 1% 3lR arfft 3TmFR ^ ^ ft 


gRI fftq TTJ 3ft^ ^ ^ t 3ik o?R^ ^ ^ ^ WFft 1 
?rnF?^^Rft3ft ^ fftftgftt ^ 3TRIREfft gRT ^ 317^ ft fftRJT ft 3ft^ 
ft ftk ft cTRlT W t fft ft ^ gM ^ fft^ ft Wff^lft ^7^ 

ft sIFIR 3m ^ 3T]ft ft gift gg ■dgsftl TI# gRft t I gr^ ft fftftgftk ^ 


R fftRn ^3fRiT t % 


ft 3Tig^, TRft FT? t 3ft^ 


t ( ^fft vJF^cW ciaft ft ftft fttft gft Fft ^^[T? Fq f, 3IF: :?F FgFR, ^ fftRft 
ft ^fTI^ftFRR ft felF fttf ftTjng^ Fft t ft fth^ ftFlftft ft gaft 3ft^ 

ft^^lfM ft 3lftfftF ft j 

4ftiftllFlr3fe ^ Rftdch ft ftftgl ftft ft .FgftF Fft fftFT t 

Fft 3RTFftft .ftfftF .j^ yiT^ glfft? 

'5'^Rlft ft ^. FTfft?^ I TT^ 3RTFftF 

-P /,a> ftr^ f| p ^;fft tftftt|T^,^.,}ft^ ,gRI ftp, ft^ftFft gp 

cRf FIEF fftFT TiR ^ t f Tftftd 0 3ltFft ft FFTF ft 

ft FT ft ftft ft FFFT ftftftf^ ft piFRT ft FFFF ft FFeRF F«^ ft 


^ f^ ^ ^ ^ A n’V; rJT^ iVri 




^T^icSPicboH fcTft^ ^ errt^ ijc^ ^ m ^ 


Pl^lfcfd W^f^ TR ^Il’dSf^f 



^) ^ R^d^r ^ R'cik R>dl ^ 3it^ ^ did ^ vJcvT?! cb'i'TT dl6^ ^ 

MW %tr ^ 

■: .;>'; ; a:, f-r-YA'A- YA^'i'lf ^t/rrk'tMiy th, WU\ If 

2.8 3TraTcra>r ^ 5rf?r-^w7 ' ' 




TBfrp- TFil§ QtS 




3TFTtW[ ^ M M ^*1 t % 4^6^67 Mffef ir^'"iffl' "^W ^ 

MV VrfM 3Mf1^ MM MtM fM ViM 

M Mf| V MldM Hlf^H 3TTenfetMM Mtt t M W 


Mr vi-»^dHM 

i(Ifc)Yit ^ ^if^d ^ feR K3cMld4 ^ 'Md cf?t 


^rpm M VI Mm fcm % M M ^ VM 'V 

MMr^ Mil t I 


MfV M ar^RPT ^ 


^) M eTFR ^ 3TTerR ^ WYT 4^ MrRT ^ fcR Mt M Ml 

IMt W t I 

MMpjTcPdl V ^tTVIMR R^dd '41^ ^ Ml ^ I 


m 











14 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Skc 


^.) 19 C 19-2000 ^ ^ ^ ii^iicn cfr? ^ ^ aflY 

2000-2001 ^ ^ 3fk fk?^ ^ ^ ^ ff t ^ 

m\ ^ MFi t ^ ^ t I 

2.9 ^ ft^ldcb gRT ^ ^ 

ito^o 5# ^ ^ afk 

t, k ^ ^TFT^ ^ 4 W!f %, cTSnf^, 21 

2002 ^ ^r4ufPr^ ^ ^ wsr ^ 


2.10 


]gRT 


^ %q ^ m 


mm m ^ fk^ 


wrs^ ^ EiRTsft ^ ^ 3T^^ 3fk 'fir^'Mif^ 

^FT 3fk OTWit^ ^JTRT ^ ^ 

f^RH iHIT f; ^ SfJ^fTTY Rt^k cn>(^ ^ y>kllcj ^ ! 


cTSTlf^, 




^ 3fk 3T^ ^ ^51^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ tt| t- 


IHiRh amm Slf^ ^-^cR ^ ^ ^?^tHT cR? ^ ^ ^ MlRcbl^ 

'mk t 3fk TERR t Rf^ ^ mim sisrt ^ ^ 

7 cHIRT mi, ^ '^fk cHTHTT mU t ^ ^ Tl^ ^ ^ ^Tcft 

^ ^^5^ I 





['HTT!—1] 


HTOT ^ Tn>TO ; aTOninT°T 


15 


»Tf^r?l ^ f Adci|)cJH ^ pfPTcT ^ ^ if 3l!illd*/RijJd<#> IRT 
^ cfezfr ^ ^ Bifm ^ j^R^ch i 3te 

^) ik «rfcr^)Rg>'TJ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^kcj BBTT^ ^ fcT^ t 

^ BiikT ^ Bdn^ 3fk Bdrf^ ^ ^ if ^ 

^if ernm 9\<m^ ^ ^jcrt armiRd #bt 11 

^I) <h?lR^lni (ff%^) f^o SIRT BBTTT t|Xt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^jncflt % 

^ 14 ^ 2002 ^ jn#m> ^ 4 b (^)(i) ^ ^>T^ (1) 4 

yfci'SfId ^ 4 if 3TT^ ^ f^ B^T 4 3Tmm ^TTO? #4^ 4 

W t I 

BF BTB %2n vin?n t f4> btbj4 ^ ^tb if arrWf- ^ 
viiraT t % ^5TOT-1 4 Bf^rfecT ^0^0 ^ B^fw B¥ B^ t % 

4k^ BB if TffrfclB) BT^ bM TJcB bM ^ 

I 

5?NfirB> m 4b B(^) ^ ^ if 3Tf^ ^BcTB if BT^ bS X?B? ^ t 

14^^^ BTBJff W] SrfctB BBc^B Bc^ ^ ^ BTBft 4 BTfB ^ BBT JRftB 
^TBT ^ I 3if4B BJTcR if BTBTf4B> 3TTBj% Rh w<7>k ^ 


b4 

MRl!i(?T 

1999-2000 

49.82% 

2000-2001 

53.67% 

3T4eT- f^B^'i 2001 

44.42% 


44.42% 
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^ ^ 1% cpifffcfj T eft 

gt # T ^ f^TIRI?5tT BeTT^, Wn^ ^ ^ 3ik 
Bgfrr ^ R^lri ^ ^ ^ 3TTT1% THB ^ 3IeI- JTRf^T^ RocfjQit 

^ ^ t I 


iSSM 


^ jif?r ^n tit sn^ntrait/^infpraKrf ajarai Pi4ftt« bri 


<3^ mRT ^ fiijir ^ 


SR! Bftgf 


aiFTTB^ ^ illf^cblcbdt SRT f^ ^ R^ejn't ^ ^ #rTT 

^ ^ Tf t f^ #fTT tr Rm^fr ^ ^ ^ 




f^TT^ 14-6-2002 ^ JTRRT^ RT^^ ^ RxIRT#T BBTT^ ^ ^ ^ 
^ (^.)7 timv ^ ^ Rrttjbr, brbt iiiRi^pi if 

BcTT?” qftTB t TfRtfl^ ^ Tm ^ RRI RTBT t i 

qRnr W wsh t 1975 ^ BT?fh^ 










[HFT 1—13 




2918.14 ^ ^ ^STRfT t I ^ t 

^ ^ ^ TR ^ t I ^ f^RT, 

<r>-t^chH'1'{). ^ ^ ^ ^ ;gTt^ ^ dM^lVl 

^ eTRJT ^TOT t I 3Rr ^^IRlch ^ t chjflR^I, SOfel 

flcra^ ^a^t gRT ^ \JdT^ Tyir 3T^T: f^WRT#T vJc^jldH 

3.2 ^WR ^RgR ^ 

14-6-2002 ^ JTRf^r^ f^mii ^ ^HTTR ?^3ft ^ (^) 

8 ^ Pl*^I^X1R <T>y^ ^- 

MldHM ^ f^ 2(^) ^fRm t f% ^ ^TTcq4 

^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ;ra>R ^ 3f«M wm t 

^ Hv»i 4)<?>) ^ ^ Plddl-'^cf^f) ^ I iiiRcr)i'<l *iNci ^ f% 'd£jVi gRT 
vJcMlf^d 3fmTcT ^ ^ ^ ^ t, ^ 3?g^-^g^ 

^ ^tRjtn ^r RRH ^ w?TT t ^ ^ irajR ^ ^ tufOif^tt) 3fk 

^ ^ TrfcR«mT^ t ^ 3T^T: PRpfT ^ 3T«} ^ ^f[?R ^mH ;ra>R ^ 
tl 

^ ^RT ^ f3<1lcj ^ ^ vseiVl gRT v5c'llRc1 

Tif%^ ^ srmrfcm ^ ^ ir f^r^-^5H^ t 

^ ^ <llfi>|f^ih ^ ^ dk ^T4ig M ^ 3llillf^d >Hl^f^ct> ;Tf%^ 

gRT vjq^jVl ^r eTRJT ^ t I gRT ddJlf^d dl^(^ct> ^ 

2(^) ^ ^ ^ SJTt^ 3fk ^^r^rflRTT ^ ^ ^H^TH 

^<hix ^ ^THT ^RIT F I 


176 G1/200^—3 
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^ ^ ^ ^ 14-6-2002 ^ ^IRf^r^ R'4 >c<1 


(h) 9 ^ 


WW ^ t 


^ 3tR ^ Rff^O 5RT 

^ ■’if t I ^ ^ 3H?I 4^ TTTO 

f^O t I ^SltR, ^»Tra Rff^O ^ 1999-2000 

3fh: 2000-2001 ^ ^ 2ft 3fk R'ti^'i 

2001 ^ ^ft^ ft ^ ^ ^ I 3ItT: ft^ Ridvlfftii^l 

f^fto ^ Fi^ ^^5^ ^ 3tR ^ Mien^W ^ arj^ ^nRr^ ^rr c^ ^ 


^r^RTT t I 


Mienft^ f^Rjftr R R^ 2 (^) ^ 315 ^ ^ dic^ft ^HTTiicfk 

TR ^ v3dIld<R ft t R wm 5RER ^ ^ 3TSRT ftftR^ 
^!j<1>cH!M ft ^ ^ f 3TSRT Rh4>I ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5^1 vddiKT ^ 3m ftRr t Rrtri ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Ji^ ^ 

^TT^ TiRd ^3fr ^ RRcI^ 3TSM 3IMId4>1 ft ftftR?T ^ t 3T2M ft 

\RT^ 3TRIRI^ #ft #, ftftt ^ ft ^ JTT^ ^ ddliqcjft ^ 

"tR hrt 3nftrn i" 3TcfRn, R^Ri ^ Rer 5 ( 3 ) deft<3 

t % RR^ Hlfft^ dMPtiJH (i) ft d^ RR ^ 3TTft^ ft 3I^MIeH ft 
def dd^ fftRt ftt ^ ftt ^WTd dft! ^ftft dd^ 3nftdd ft ftft ^fRH dddd ft 
qftd ddTTdftt ^ fftR dft wftd 3{2nJT fftftd ft 3nqN dY d? RftRd d 


»Mil» lll»lllft 





[WT I—1] 




19 


^ ^ % iw ^ 3^^7 ^ ^ I ^ 3rwfT t 

% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ E|^ ^3^ gRT ^RTPT 

5f^ ^ ^ ^ fM ^ vi^KH ^ 25 ^ ^ tc5^ t 1 

jnRctjT^) Wr t % ^ ^3dTT^ ^ ^iRi(*)i ^ Mg 

Mtt ggi t ^ 3i<T: Mft ift ^ irncT g M ^ str ^ 
fq >5^ g5t f^jfir ^ ^ t t f^ giMig>d1 

Mr 5(3) 3^ (^) ^ arffTR ?Rff ^ ^ t ^ f%2m 2(^) ^ 

^3^ g>T Jff^f^^ t I 

3.4 ^ 4t<H4<8d| 

^ ^ ^ ^?«tM g qRRT ^ ^r mddM Mtr 

^ Mr 5 ^ HRw ^ t M'S Hii^^i^l Mft ^ ^ g)r wM g 
^RRT ^ t gf^ ^ MM, TTTMM ^ fclM ^T 

^ MrM g>r ggg # t Mt M Mr ^ gm ^ gr^ 

Mfg g Mil ^ M siggr ^ ^ aTT^rg Mr ^ ^ ^^pgt 

Mr ^‘irfrftd ^ t dT% WRH ^ qM ^ fM ^ ^ 

mf^45iir cf^r ^M ^r ^ ^rmg ^ # M 11 

^o€to fit t;%s 

qgj MM Tfto^o 5^ qM ^ ^ ^ Mi ^ ggg ^ ^ 

M aniit ^ t 1XRdR g>t Mgg ^ f\i ark^rM 

yiMf^y ^ qRiT MM gM jr^tM ^ Mn ^ 
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(ii) 




ilTR ^ %2JT 3fk 3RT: ^ ^ 3RT??M ^^THTT WU I 


3.5. ^ l=nf^ 


9 ^ (1)(^) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 'dmM ^ ^ ?TmT^ t- 


(i) %(HM siTw ^ mm ^3Tt ^ ^-eiRr (e) ^ 3tH^ ^ ^ 


5^ ^eTTT^ ^ W ^ Pl^ldct) ^ 

3fRl1^"d ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ WIRT WR ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ cji?!! ^ 3[2J^ R^ldcl) ^ ^ ^ Fr^cj^ 61MK ^ 


M ^ ^THTRI ^ 2n ^:~ 


(^) f Rtd^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 2n fcR?r ^ ^ 3RTRT 1^ ^ tR ^ 

WIRT (6) ^ 3i?nt^ ^ ^ 3T5^ 2Rnf^Rr[d JTl^fl^ 

4t 

(^) (6) ^ 3t?riter ir^ ^ aFjfiR ^aiif^f^d w^n^f^ch 3 ft? >HmM 

x?4 RDtr i> f^ TTfer WT ^ ^ '3dIlciH 

^ RTTRi ■ 


^ 3TT2ncT ^ ^ ^ f5rR ^ ^ ^ W ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^r vjRTfer 






[■^1—1] 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^r ^ ^eHlcHch ^ ^ ^ ?rt 'Hl^M 

^ prerf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ftjm ^5fTW r 

3.6 5^^t^ftnn 

^ ^ t ^ ^ R^kci)/vj^Kcb ^ Rtrtfei 

in^HHcO ^ srjfTR ^ ^;EnTT ^ ^ t I 

illRicbl ^ ^ 31^^ 'HT^TR] ^ ^^f^cfj XT%5 ^ 

vSc^lI^ ^ f^ W^ ^ c^FRT ^ 3TmR W ^ilMr ^ Ri^ ^ 

Rykui fern w m I jrrR^ stRtit ^ fcTcj ^ ^ amRir t i 

^^RftRn ^ ^ R^ldct>i ^ fcl^ ^f^ch T?Rt^ ^ ^HRRT TJc^, 
♦♦♦*♦ aRfM ifR ^ I 

(^) ^ 

^ Rj# ^ R^^d<*>i ^ R^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ R?^ R^ 

^ R^ t I jitR^ ^ ^ # 3ni xjxj^ ^ ^cT^ j^r TO «tR># ^ 3nwR 

w jTRf^ ^ ^ Rn? RriR ^ Ryk^i RRr R?^ t I jnR^ ^ 
3 iRr Rts^R ^ amRiT t I ijiRchich^lsff ^ w. ^Rr. 

3R^RdR 3ff^ d-^yjfm ^ ^ Rf^ **** ♦*♦♦ gf^ aRR^ 

♦♦*♦ ^ ^ ^ Rrit t I ^ 3f^ R 

RRR ^ *♦** aRR^ ^ ^BdT t I 










['‘TFT 1—1] 
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(i) Tnf^ 'm f^yWui ^TTf% ^ % 

I ^ Him ^ ^ ^ ^ w w 

^ cfWT ^ ^ ^ flQ>2ft ^ ^ onM 1 

(ii) ydfe ^r ^yroyjr arm w ^ ^ ^ ^ f^r# 

^ ^ 3nm^, Hrm ^ ^r am ;jfk 

3THI 3RT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^eiHIdlttJdl ^ wl^ ^ ^ ^ M<^ld 
^ ^ ^ff%d ^>1^ ^ gc^dt^Hdid^f 3mrfld ^ t I 

(iii) uiRichi^ ^ dmp^ ^ fMd ^ 3fk vhmf^ ^ 

dcfJTO -1 ^ w t. ^ 3if?i5iii(^id ^ ^ryiTcFT w^ m mm 

t( T3?R ^ dfc^f^d ^ITHTHI ^ 3jk fMd ^ ^ ^ lfff^4>l?l ^ 

^ ^ ^ f^dld^/ddii^^ ^ ^ trr^^ tttRr ^ J^km ^ ^ 



^ t - 


'^-m 

Ok iiT . . • 

dIHM 

Rdtd ^c^I 

Wd dlv4H 

H<^1ci<t>/ 

ddIKc[5 

(3RfM ^RR/HTCT ^) 

(3< H Ref? 1 ^1 d '</ dl C>(1 C*l) 

(%) 



♦ *♦♦ 

70.95% 


***# 


65.08% 


^ 4.1 ^rfc> 3<k cbl^ujCTcb 


dM^cfd 11, 3T5^-I1 ^ d^d ^ Pl«cr>4 R<i>Tcii 'Jiidi % eft ^ 

Mcf)K ^ Rccfjt} R<t>iei^ ^ mRd sfpndt ^ *ii^i, ^wnr Md>K ^ ^ fen? 

6|H|yj ^ vJ»icr> ^c^it W ^n?R 3ft? ^ JT^R ^ ^ ‘SdTT^^ W 

^ WR ^ mr^fi ^ MRuiiHdItI) TPTR ?TfeT ?Rrd ?RZlt ^ SIR ^ ?^ 
^Rc| ^ ^ ^ dcT ^ R#M Rrt ^ilRT 1^ I ^ 

TR Tirfer 3rRiRfr ^ 3mm w f^w ^ ir ^ vim ^ ^Tpft 3imM^ t 








LHFT I—1] 




4.4 ^ ^ ^ ^ WTTcT ^ t % ^cm4 ^ 

^rrf^ TR TR f^f^R u^ ^ arf^ ^ 

^ ^ ^!<t>cl4 *W t I 3TerM . 3Ta[rif^3jt ^ ^ ^ 

w, ^^raWt ^3it ^TTf^ ^ ^3TRfm ^ ^ ^r q^&jfr ^ 

CRR I 


4.5 ^ «ifrr ^ ^ ^r ^ ■*TR^ ^ ^ ^^t?r ^ ^trot ^ t, 

iTfl^r^ ^ Wr t PRff ^ ^ ^ ^m?R f^ t ^ 

WT t I 3T^T ITT^^ ^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ 

^ ^ I ^ ^ it v3^ ^ ^ ar^ ^ ^ 

^ 3f^cf7 P);ji:|4||^cj) ^ tfR’I’^'l^ R^*ft ^ d6d ’T^ ^’i3l ^ 

'H4>rfl I 


4.6 ^ 3Tf^ ^ arfir ^ ^ ^ i ^ 

^?Rf^ ^!McJu^ ^nf^TcT ^ qifeT 3TrTOt ^ ^TRR ^T 

w( 5mR 3fR PTH^disff, aiTW viMiiVi, cfnT5i^. ^ fta5^ yrf^ 

^ ?T^R ITTO ! ^ '{IHl'l >|ct>R ^ a't^ ^ 

3T3Tf^4>l^ ^ ^ WriT ^ vJcW^ ^ 

RFT^ ^R f^RTT, 'ticfl^'>i wRiHiPid 'iSMrf ^m4>( 4^ 

# 3fR Rmr^fPr ^ ^ w^ 'fm ^srmi^T vjcqr^ 

^ v3cMKH if ^ t, ^ (ilwRcfi ^ “jft eziH '4 ! arRf iTTf^ ^ 

RmtRir ^ 4 f4f^ yrRr^, ^ srarfcT^ ^ tr afPR^f vfR4m ^ 

an^ 4 R54 t 1 

4 RTcrR44t f 42 PR ^ ciT^g-ii ^ stjrr s 44 ^ f4f4^ 

^ 4t Rra ^ t ^ ^3^ dcT Cf4 wte Wr ^ ^ 4 ^ f4f^FT 

4t 4^ ^ vj€fm ^ arRr 4 t 
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^ ^ ^I^ ^ || ^ ^ 

S yp^f ^ smiR feiRi put #=- 


sm TTT^ ^ ^ TT^r MRcitiH 

^ 1^ TTit -m^ ^ t ^ fty>t ^f ^ ^ 

^ t ^ ^ ^ PTT ^ t I "^im 3raf?r ^ 

2000-2001 ^ 53.67 ^ 44.42 yf^TTRI ^ ^ t I ’TI^ ^ ^T 3lte ^ 
3n| % \jh?TT ^ T2n % I 


_ ^ 

1999- 2000 

2000- 2001 

2001 


^ ai^jh^iui 

^ WW t ^ ^ 3TRT?fr ^ERI 2000-2001 ^ ^ ^ 

3TRTcr ^ 27.78 wRp^ld ^ 75.28 yf^TTRI 3lfe> ^ t i 

^ ^ 31^ ^ i ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TP?Tdt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

n t 1 M ^ ^ yid 3TrqTd 31x1^ ^ ^ d ffe ^ t, f^EH^ 
^ viejVl ^ 4Mk 3i?I ^ ^iPl ^ % ! 



^>cT PIT 

im% 

100.00 

100 

49.82% 

104.68 

97 

53.67% 

68.57 

77 

44.42% 

91.42 

103 

44.42% 


199&-2000 
2 000-2001 
3lte-fe[R^ 2001 


^ 3TFrRT 
(T^ -^) 
100.00 
257.40 
662.39 
883.19 


^d 3|[^llc1 

100.00 

89.72 

85.19 

113.59 


%^ 

9.68 % 
27.78 % 
75.28 % 
75.28 % 
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[^1—1] W 

3fcrmT, ^ ^ ^ ^^t^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ arRjTcfr ^ ^ 

ife t 3lk ^ 1999-2000 ^ 4.86 ^rfcRRT ^ ^ ^ 2000- 

2001 ^ 12.87 jrfcTW 3(k vjiir||c|R| ^ 41.84 irfcRRT ^ ^ t 1 



^mid d4) 

5> <H ^TTTT 

%^r7R 

1999-2000 

4.86% 

100.00 

4.86% 

2000-2001 

12.87% 

97.18% 

12:87% 

3|<h7T-ft'd4'^ 2001 

41.84% 

76.91% 

41.84% 


41.84% 

102.54% 

41.84% 


?3, ^<^K^/vjc4i<;q>«i 8lfr? OTcH Aas^iVi 


71? ^ ^TOT t ^ ^ ^ ^ T??^ «TOfT Wftn 

^ Ttf^ m JT^TOT ^ 7BT 8TT I 7nf^^l>I^3jt ^ «RvJT 

2000-2001 ^ 98.59 PtcT^l? ^ <3rmi^ 8Rf^ 94.60 JlfctW ^ 

W ?7T ^ ePT^ 4 5rf!r?RT ^ ^ t I 7J? ^ ^ W t 

f^TT ^ ^ ^ 3(^ ^ vT^H ^ ^ ^ 8n^ t I 


TPf 

«HdT d^) 

vrdTTcJH d^) 

fcL.^.iiirs5.fCT 

1999-2000 

100 

100.00 

97.79 % 

2000-2001 

100 

100.82 

98.59 % 

2001 

75 

72.55 

94.60 % 

Huymgiyimil 

100 

96.73 

94.60 % 


7T. ’frar ^ 


?r i[^4>i^ ^ ^ %7 it t % "Efej ^3^ ^ ft^ ^rmr ^ ^ ^r 

^ 12.7 g?Ttf?r ^ 3 TTf t ! 71 ? ^ ^ ^T^JcfT t 
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erf^ t I ^ 11% f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^HixT 

:^7 ^ 5r?TM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TRT 

^ ^ Tre^ cf^m ^ ^ TR 

^ ^ t I 

'^. c5T 

f^<;T|HE'R)Trt ^ 3TnJ? %HT ^ ^ ^ ^ JHTRTi 

■ft ^r[cr':^q ?T^ irre^ f^ tre 367o sirth hrh ^ ^ 

4^rtl ^ TO ^1 WRT 5ITO t TO^I ^ aiTOT ^ ^ t I 




VJ1 


TR^ 

TO 






TN 


^ 3ITJ'^ OF 1^ t TO ‘TOTO ^ ^ ^ 


TO ^ aiTOT ^T^Yto '^TO ^ ^TTO 1%^ TOf^ ^ 

5ITiR w t I ^ gi^ gTOR 

# IKf^d RT f ^Rfrf^ i^TRfR ^ ^ ^FTO 

kr^TO -^pr TORt k qY ctr^ w t i 




CilTTOTTr/f^kTcfd dc^/ f^dl MRRtfkd ^Hf^TO^ TOT TOTtTf 


elTTO 3fR RT'^TOdT cF^t ^TO ^ TOTHT^hpt^ 3lk TOT^ ^ k 
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^ ^•$dTei f^ ^ ^ 3ircf^<t)di 11 cTsnft. ^ t 

^ wiRd <t>'A ^ <j)tf ^ 

f^r^ ^ t I f^^ldcbt/^!iird(t)1 ^ 3?3mTf^>T^ ^ ^ 

yrf^r^ ^ ^ ^i^<if[ sfk ^ ^ ^ 

Tj^mcf ^ onwR ^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ 

^ q'^ikr ^ t, ^ ^ 

BifM ^ §3TT 11 ^ smft ^ ^d^ifer Trfcr 

vj^qr^ ^ afR- erm ^ ^hr ^ ^rfcT ^ ?Tf^ ^ ^ 

t I qRf^ ^ q? W53 t ^ ■^>K^ ^ ® 

^cb>«M §3fT t, I^RT^ mRuITR^M^ ?Tf^ I 



ij^csq . 

^ it) 

<t^ enqd 

{'^m 

eimqq^ 

1999-2000 

*j¥j¥* 


*4:4c 4c 

4c 4c 4c 45 

2000-2001 

♦ * + ♦ 


4:4c 4:4: 

4c 4c 4c 4c 

3Tt^-(^>H«lx! 2001 

3(c9|e4:* 


4c 4c 4c 4c 

4c 4c 4c 4c 




4:4c 4c 4c 

4c 4c 4c 4c 


^=fcF^ IHTR ^ qq cilwRcb 0ftq ^'4||Rd HcBI'dl^ Wm 


^?TT^ ^ t f^ WqRf^ ^ ?Tf^ ^ t 

f^NTc^ ^RU[ ^ ^fedd^ qjM qmf^ 11 ^?irq ^ ^ 

^ 3ik ^ ^ qrfer stri^ ^ ^?itn I^wk ^ 

f^rf^ q#‘ f i 
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^ ^ t 3fk ^ 2001 ^ am ^ 687 % 

31-12-2001 ^ 1225 ^ ^ 3jk SIcT: >3^ ^ ^ 

>|jcBdch t I 




?r. w# cfe ^ ^rrar 


3fr? 


^ RT^ 71,95 yf^J?ld 3ft^ 55.08 ilf^J?ld t 1 


-St-_L 




3. 






^IHT "^RT ^ dd^S gld f^'s’ W ^ MICi ^ gKI d*d*g 

^ Wm W t I ^F5IR ^ ^ 

dlRljcblchdl^lt ^ ^3lt ^ ^ 1%^ ^ ^ ^21 yfcRq^lt 

ct)y4 IT? ^ I ^irfer 3l14|Id1 ^ Mgd *^cd ^ ^ ^5Tft ^ sfR dc^cl 

t I 




5nf^?jT^ ^ vJ^fR ^ ^ 'did ^ ^ 1% dtild ^ ^[TlcRfr ^ 

^ ff t I srrteT^ ^ 11% «rfc^ ^ ^ f^ ^ ^ gR ^ 

11^ ^5^ ^ d^d<t5 t I ^ITf^r^>T^t ^ ^ 




[^1—1] 
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t ^ W fl35t ^ ^ RtlWuj cf^ ^ 

^eHI ^ ^ I 

^ ^ af^d ^ ^ ^ OTcTT 

vjlfm ^ ^ vjlitlMi^ ^ f?r^ IR JfOlM^d ^ 

^ t mRiJIH'W'^M tl^ vJ^fr^T ^ ^ fM ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ifT?fT t 3?2p ^ ^ arnfr^ ^ t i 

cbl;<UIMc|> 

5.1 ciT^ ^ fefXT ^ >3?it7T ^ Tirfer 3?Fn?fr ^ '^>m 5rf!r §t sft, 

wiRichi^j ^ Rnf^fed d«2fr ^ sziPT ^r w:- 

> 

(^) jnf^)^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WMR #. ^ Tufer 

mm >3^ URT v5cqifeT mi ^ f I 3TcT: ^ ^T 

^ OTtTT ^ meTT t I mi\f^ mm afk 

iRcJ W ^ v5?Miftd wm mm ^ TT$ t 3fR ^ ^mPT ^^?qt/5RM ^ 

sjM^Vi ^r cTRH mn t I ^ mm ^ R^k^i ^ ^ ^iMitlra ^rtdt % 
3Tsj^ ^i^#?ft ^ ^PTH ^ m f^mhur cf>^ ^ ^ 

% I 

(^) ^Hi<gi ^ ^ 3fRn?fr ^ '+fi'(^^ «(i^^R ^ v3di4i ^ ^ ^ '{?)*ii d^ 

^ f^ t dcMTciH ^ eTFTd ^ ^ ^Trjt t 3fk 

mm ^r ^3it ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

(Tf) tnfer ij^ ^ W3^t m^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i 
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5.2 ^ cI2zfl ^ 3^ Pinf^Rad ^ 


6 . 


7. 


1 . 

2. T 


^ ^ TTfel 3TRRff ^ t I ’ 

3TFIRft ^ TRpRT T^3ft ^ TI^ TT ilW f :ije?Tt 


ifel 


3. 

4. 

5. Fit 


cFFtt ^ ^ ^ I 

^fitpRT ^3Tt c^ xnf^ 3TmT?lt c^ FERtii ^ ^ ^ t 

4i 


^ T^3ft ^ ^ ^ Tlf^ 3TTFIRft c^ ^ ^ t I 

^ ^ ^r3IR ^ Tlf^ TFT ^ ^ TTTTT ^ t I 

Ffe f%t tr (^FTT^) 3fr^ Tt ^ TFTTT FRT^ TTsJ 

T#^i 

F]^ 3Tir% TF^nfM ^ ^ ^ ^ cFf^TITTt ^ TTFRT ^ ^ t I 


Fxb Fpr ;3M^4d cFRufr ti Ttf^ arf^ t 


w. 


^angjtr ePT flTcT 3T^ 


6.1 irf^rTT^ 3ft PtFET ^ t TT TIFTmcRn TT^ ^ 

sijf^ oJUTR Xf^glM gRT FI^ ^ arfM ^ ^RTT t Flf^ 

-ITY^ ^TSTR ^ ^[|Eft 3fk JlfcIWlf ^ f^lPl ^ ^ 

^ 3TTT Hr ^ t I 

6.2 Tlf^FFT^ FfTT 3ft TH^ # FRlPl TI^tM ^TTT^ tl 

^ TT^ PRI^d ^FTTT TT 3JcT TFR JI3TTf^ ^ TTT^ t sftX TftRFRTWT 
^ ddlldnl cjft TFiRnFTcp? yfcRTFlf^ft TT ^F? 3TTR 'd<Tdl t, HSTlf^, 


3TT 


^ TFTR ^ ^^fel yf^FIi ^ MldT^Ffr WTt ^ TFT ^ TIFplf I 


PrWFT, M I dHM WT T^ TR^ tl TTdT T^ gRT 3Tf^ 3 T^;RrT RT3T 







[»nni—1] 


^ ___ , 

^ ^ ^ 3^k ;5irt7T ^ ^ ^ijc^ 3fk v3M‘h1<h^i^V ^ 

^ ^ oiJIMcb f^WT ^ eMd<£ldl ^ Tf^ f^T^ I 

N3Tmff ^ crr«j %?jt ^^tht, ^ t 3trt^ ^ ^ ^ 

jrfM^ ^ ^5^ .3fr^ 3Td: ^TTTfr^ait ^ 1 ^ ^ ^ dMd^di 

Bf. aHIm 

7.1 vjM'^l^d f^WR W^ ^ yJiftlld ^ ^ vTOT #:- 

(^) ^xj^r^rf^ ?T8n ^ ^ 3T8 m ^ ^ wif^ ^ ^TRd ^ 

Pn^rtd ^ ^ >HIHM ^ ^ ^ f^-JH W I 

(^) dsjT ^ ^ arf^ sfRjRit ^ TTTg^i ^ 

ir ^ 3TT ^ t 3lk 15 ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^»TK^ 

^ ^ ^gPft tf^ ^ t I 

(^) afk 9TTf^ ^TTfer STRTRfr ^ ^ ^ch'dH 

^ t I 

7.2 3fk srrf^ ^ ^ 3mT ^ ^ ^ ^ arPTRfr 

W^tM cRTT^ ^ t I 

7.3 Jnf^T^ ^ ^ ^ grgd^?ft ^ ^ ^ f^™R?T 

^ ^ JT^RM <fR^ t. ^ dnfTRH WT. t d> ^ ft ^ 

tt RMt I ^ ^ f^r?jt?tJ[ ^ ^RTKrh^ 3?RT^ ^ ^ ^ ^cRTT 

RT^ 3[^ ^ 1c^ l^ftd ^nf^ ^ ^ a# ^ ^ 

^ ^ 5RdTg t I 


176 Gl/200g—5 





IT t ^ ^ ePTT^ ^ f^i+>lfel t 1 


m 

Pl^1dtt>/vi<^K4> 

RiitJitei M c*^ i\{^\ 

(3T^r^ 5Tf^ ^^^k^ ^) 

IB^^I 

2. 

3. 



[gygg^gyggjllllllll 

456.67 


■ -.Ci 


374.36 


p?T ^3^ ^ aiTWt ^ ^ ^ ^TTF^Jc^ Srf^ll^m, 1962 ^ 3T?ft^ #ITT 
URT ftgtfer 3ri<t>‘^H ^ ^ ^ 3jk ^fr^rg^ srf^PmH, 
'975 ^ £IT^ 3, 3^, 8^. 9 3ik 9^ ^ ^ eRTTq ^ ^ W)^cb>{ ^ 





?TTfir?T #ir [ 

^T ^ 3I?Jk jnf^T^ 14.6.2002 ^ ^ mRuiihI' ^ jfe ^ t I 


^ 3^5^ ^ 3n^ ^ ^c’TT^ ?Tan 

m) 3TTft^ -iJ|iJiRl<t»'U| ^ tfRT 3TTffc^ ^ ^ i 
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MINBTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDIISIHY 
(D^artmeiit of Caminerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 17th Januaiy, 2003 
Final Findings 


No. 14/U/2002-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti- 
Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, 
thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed:- 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under the above 
Rules, received a written petition from M/s Citurgia Biochemicals Ltd., on behalf of the 
domestic industry, alleging dumping of Citric Acid (hereinafter referred to as subject 
good) originating in and exported from Indonesia and Thailand (hereinafter referred to as 
subject countries); 

ii) The Authority notified the Embassy/High Commission of the subject countries in 
India about the receipt of dumping application made by the petitioner before proceeding 
to initiate the investigation in accordance with sub-rule (5) of Rule 5 supra; 

iii) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 16* April, 2002, published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti dumping proceedings concerning imports 
of Citric Acid originating in or exported from the subject countries falling under Customs 
Sub-heading 2918.14 under Chapter 29 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975.: 

iv) The Authority notified preliminary findings dated 14.6.2002 and forwarded a 
copy of the preliminary findings to the following interested parties, who were requested 
to furnish their views, if any, on the preliminary findings within forty days of the date of 
the letter:- 

IMPORTERS/USER 

1 . 


2. 


M/s Amijal Chemicals, Mumbai 
M/s Jain Process Foods Ltd., Jalgaon 
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3. Mrs Posy Pharmachem P. Ltd., Ahmedabad 

4. MKs CJ. Shah & Co., Mumbai 

5. Mrs Cipla Ltd., Pune 

6. Mrs Jain Process Foods Ltd., Jalgaon 

7. Mrs Sunil Chemicals, Virar, Distt. Thane 

8. Mrs Clariant(India) Ltd., Thane. 

9. M/s Parle International Ltd., Mumbai 

EXPORTER 

1. M/s Pt Budi Acid Jaya Tbk, Indonesia 

2. M/'s Thai Citric ACid Co.Ltd., Thailand 

3 . Wih Asia Citrix Co. Ltd., Thailand 

4. W Js Citric Acid Industry Ltd., Thailand 

DOMES nc INDUSTRY 

M/s Citu gia Biochemicals Ltd 

v) Tie Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the Embassy 
o ' the subject country in New Delhi with a request that the exporters of subject 
goods and other interested parties may be advised to furnish their views on the 
p eliminary findings within forty days of the date of the letter. 

vi) Tlie Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their 
V ews orally on 21.10.2002. All parties presenting views were requested to file 
written submissions of the views expressed. The parties were advised to collect 
copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties and offer rebuttals, if any. 

vii) S Libmissions in response to the preliminary findings/public hearing were made by 
the following interested parties:- 

a) M/s Citurgia Biochemicals Ltd., 

b) M/s Clariant (India) Ltd 

c) M/s Bilt Biochemicals Ltd., 

d) \ lews of Govt, of Indonesia on behalf of exporter 

e) \ iews of Govt, of Thailand on behalf of exporter 
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viii) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence presented 
by various interested parties in the form of a public file maintained by the 
Authority and kept open for inspection by the interested parties as per Rule 6(7). 

ix) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to 
arrange details of imperts of subject goods made in India during the past three 
years, including the period of investigation. 

x) Arguments raised by the interested parties before announcing the preliminary 
findings, which have been brought out in the preliminary findings notified have 
not been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, the arguments raised by 
the interested parties subsequently have been appropriately dealt in the disclosure 
and/or these findings; 

xi) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis considered 
for these findings were disclosed to known interested parties on 11.12.2002 and 
comments received on the same have also been duly considered in these findings. 

xii) Cost investigation was also conducted to work out optimum cost of production 
and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information furnished by the 
petitioner. The cost data of the follovwng domestic producer was provided and 
analysed: “ 

1. M/s. Citurgia Biochemical Ltd., 

xiii) The Authority verified the information provided by the petitioners to the extent 
considered necessary. 

xiv) this notification represents information furnished by an interested party on 
confidential basis and so considered by the Authority imder the Rules. 

xv) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from April 2001 to 31*^ 
December 2001 i.e. the period of investigation (POI). 

B. VIEWS OF EXPORTERS, IMPORTERS AND OTHER INTERESTED 
PARTIES 

2.1 VIEWS OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

a) The margin of dumping from the subject countries has also been 
evidenced by the petitioner to be more than the 2% limit expressed 
as % of export price. It is an admitted position that the volumes of 
imports from the subject countries is more than the de-minimus, 
and the margin of dumping based on the constructed cost method 
as 70.95% and 55.08% for Indonesia and Thailand respectively. 

b) The present petition filed by the domestic industry should be seen 
in the light of the severe injury suffered by the domestic industry 
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due to indiscriminate dumping by the exporters. The performance 
of tlie domestic industry should also be seen in the light of severe 
duHiping resorted by the exporters from the subject countries. 

It is evident that the quantum of imports from each of the subject 
country is more than the de-minimus limit. Cumulative 
assessment of the effects of imports is appropriate since the export 
pric<is from the subject countries directly compete with the prices 
offered by the domestic industry in the Indian market. Therefore, 
the domestic industry has requested to assess injury to the 
domestic industry cumulatively from the subject countries. 

Material injury is being caused to domestic industry from imports. 
The domestic industry is producing the subject goods for the past 
many years. The technology adopted by the domestic industry is 
comparable to the technology adopted by other players. Dumped 
prices by the exporters from subject countries is the sole reason for 
the present state of market in India. 

c) None of the exporters has responded in the prescribed format to 
assis: the HonlDle Designated Authority to work out the dumping 
margins. It is therefore fairly clear that the exporters from the 
subject countries are aware of the fact that they are exporting the 
subject goods to India at dumped prices. 

d) Since there has been no response either from the importers or the 
exporters subsequent to the preliminary findings, it is presumed 
that they have no comments to offer. Under the circumstances, we 
woulc request the Hon"ble Designated Authority to kindly confirm 
the preliminary findings at the earliest. 

e) M/s. Bilt Biochemicals Ltd., iris tailed capacity is 25000 MT per 
annum in addition to the installed capacity of M/s. Citurgia 
Bioch jmicals Ltd., of 6000 MT per annum. The domestic demand 
for cixic acid is approximately 11000-12000 MT per annum, 
therefore, it is obvious that the domestic production far outstrips 
domes tic demands, and if citric acid is allowed to be dumped into 
the country the domestic industry will suffer irreparable damage 
making it difficult to operate. 

2.2 VIEWS OF IMPORTERS 
M/s. C>lariant (India) Ltd.., 

a) The petition filed by the complainant itself mentions that M/s. 
Bharat Starch was closed in the years 1999-2000 & 2000-2001 
and re commissioned their Citric Acid plant only in the 3^^ Week of 
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December 2001. It is surprising that there is an allegation that 
there is dumping on one hand and at the same time the initiation 
notification states that M/s. Bharat Starch which is the other 
producer of Citric Acid was closed during the period of 
investigation. This allegation of domestic industry of dumping is 
unsustainable. 

b) Without providing the adequate and substantial details such as 
cost of production, etc. will be a handicap as, we as importers, will 
be unable to meet and demonstrate our contention without 
knowing whether the allegation of dumping is triie or not. 

c) Without prejudice the figures given by the complainant reg^ding 
the dumping margins and injury assessment are inaccurate and 
cannot be explained as at one hand the imports are being 
quantified in terms of MT, at the seime time they are shown as 
percentage. It has also been mentioned in the injury assessment 
that the market share of domestic industry declined inspite of the 
total demand showing an upward trend, but the table does not 
show this picture. The Output/Productivity figures are also not 
acceptable because it seems that they have been assumed & not 
actual. 

d) M/s. Clairant (India) Ltd., imports 12MT/month of Citric Acid for 
manufacturing of textile chemicals. They procure Citric Acid both 
from the Petitioner Company and M/s. Bharat Starch. 

e) The importer has apprehended, if the provisional duty is confirmed 
these two major manufacturer of citric acid in India will lead to a 
complete monopolistic situation as anti dumping duty is already 
imposed on imports from China. 

2.3 VIEWS OF GOVERNMENT OF INDONESIA 

a) The Indonesian Government has requested the Authorities to re¬ 
examine the allegation of dumping once the deficiencies are 
removed by the Indonesian Exporter. 

b) The Indonesia Government wanted to know whether the duty of 
US$ 456.7 is based on full dumping margin or the injury 
elimination level which is not clear from recital 24 of the finding. 
They further stresses whether the duty is based on the injury 
elimination on full dumping mar^n the non-injurious price 
calculation will be the highest in the World for citric acid. 

c) They have stated that because of the level of inefficiency of the 
domestic manufacturer in India, their cost of production may be 
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h igher or petitioner might have probably inputted their own cost of 
p 'oduction to establish the normal value. 

Article 3.4 of the WTO Agreement requires all the known factors be 
considered in determining whether injury is attributable to the 
d amped imports. 

Tie domestic industry produces other goods as well as Citric Acid. 
In this regard, it is important for Designated Authority to take 
account of whether the alleged injury is attributable to the 
p(;rformance of the company in other sectors. 

Tlie Government of Indonesia has difficulty in defending its interest 
as high level of confidentiality is granted to the petitioner and the 
non-confidential submission of the petitioner is unverified. 

Tliere is no justification not to provide source for the cost of 
p] oduction information used to establish normal value so in the 
light of Article 6.5.2 of the WTO Agreement the Designated 
Authority is required to disclose the source of information used 
and the actual value of the indices presented. 

The petitioner has been operating at the full capacity during 1999- 
2001. In the year 2000-2001 the petitioner has shown a increase 
in both sales volume and selling price where as sales volume in the 
investigating period has declined but selling price was maintained, 
as such there is no evidence of price depression with the unit 
selling prices. 

The applicant did not wish to include the other Indian producer, in 
the proceeding as their could be many reasons as lack of support 
from the other Indian producer who may have confidence of the 
Citric Acid market in future. 

INATION BY THE AUTHORITY ON VIEWS EXPRESSED BY 
GOVERNMENT OF INDONESIA 


Tfie Authority notes that the Indonesian Exporter did not file the 
complete response to the exporters questionnaire. This issue was 
addressed at the Para 11 in the preliminary findings. 

Re garding the duty composition to the extent of dumping margin 
or injury elimination level, the Authority proposes to recommend 
ths anti dumping duty equal to the margin of dumping or less, 
which if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic industry. 
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c) The exporter has not furnished the complete data regarding cost of 
production in the relevant Appendix of the exporters questionnaire 
as pointed out in Para 11 (C) of the preliminaiy findings. The 
Authority has therefore been constrained to determine the cost of 
production and normal value as per facts available. 

d) All factors have been examined to ascertain the impact of dumped 
imports on the domestic industry. 

e) The Authority notes that only the costing and factors related to the 
Injury in production of Citric Acid have been taken into 
consideration in this investigation. 

f) The Authority notes that the non-confidential submission of the 
petitioner has been forwarded to the Exporters along with the 
initiation notification dated 16^ April 2002 in the light of Rule 6 
and Rule 7 of Anti Dumping Rules. 

g) The Authority notes that there is a significant decline both in sales 
volume and selling price of the domestic industry during the period 
of investigation. While the decline in selling price is marginal but 
it is important to note that the domestic industry has lost 
significant sales during the POI and it is because the domestic 
industry's attempt to maintain the same level of the selling price. 

h) The Authority notes, regarding cost of production, the authority 
carried out the complete and detailed verification and examination 
of the books of accounts and records of the domestic industry. 

i) The level of non-injurious price is the information confidential to 
the domestic industry as the level is based on the costing 
information on all relevant factors concerning the production and 
the production process of the domestic industry. 

2.5 VIEWS OF GOVERNMEWT OlF THAILAND 

Department of Foreign Trade, Thailand has stated while 
investigating export statistics from customs it .s found that the 3 
alleged Thai exporters listed in the petition have not exported Citric 
Acid to India. 

2 .6 EXABPNATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

The Authority notes that the exporters M/s. Thai Citric Acid Co. 
Ltd., Thailand, M/s. Asia Citrix Co. Ltd., Thailand and M/s. Citric 
Acid Industry Ltd., Thailand may file application as per anti 
dumping rules for a New Ship^r Review if they have not sold or 
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63 [ported the subject merchandise to India during the period of 
investi^tion. 

RBJOINDBR TO THE SUBMISSIONS MADE BY THE 


TERESTED PARTY IN THE PUBLIC HEARING: 


I 


OINDER OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 


A party to the proceedings before the HonT^le Designated Authority 
ciinnot and should not make conditional submissions. Each 
ir terested party is expected to cooperate with the Designated 
Authority and must furnish information as per importers 
questionnaire in the form and manner specified by the HonT^le 
Designated Authority. It is requested that the HonT^le Designated 
Authority may treat such offers of making available requisite 
information subject to conditions as an attitude of non¬ 
cooperation. 

Tiere is no substance in the submission of the interested parties 
that confirmation of provisional levy would result in monopolistic 
situation. The argument is inherently fallacious as the Indian 
users are procuring the product under consideration from multiple 
sources and, therefore, it cannot be said that any Indian producer 
is enjoying monopolistic market conditions. 

T ^e argument raised by the importer that allegation of dumping is 
unsustainable when M/s. Bharat Starch was closed for years 
1999-2000 and 2000-2001 is without any basis and deserves to be 
nyected outright. It is admitted that Bharat Starch was closed as 
pDinted out during the period 1999-2000 & 2000-2001 and hence 
V as not taken within the purview of domestic industry and 
tlierefore the grievance of the importer is baseless. 

L nsubstantiated claims have been made by the importer that the 
figures given by the complainant regarding the dumping margins 
and the injury assessment are inaccurate and cannot be explained. 
Certain submissions of the Petitioners have been picked up and 
u sed out of context by the importer to claim that the tables do not 
s npport submissions of drop in market share of domestic industry. 
Ii is specifically denied that output/productivity figures are 
assumed and not actual. Since there is no argument raised 
against the above mentioned facts, as such there is no scope of any 
c iarification that is required or warranted in facts and 
circumstances of the present investigation. 

^ one of the exporters from Indonesia and Thailand has cooperated 
ill the present investigations and must, therefore, as per Anti 
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Dumping jurisprudence be declared non-cooperative and hence 
face the consequences of non-cooperation. Their non-cooperation 
itself evidences that the subject goods are being dtimped in India 
by exporter of Indonesia. In the absence of complete data being 
submitted by the exporter either made available directly or through 
embassy of Indonesia, the HonTDle Desi^ated Authority would 
have no option under the present law except to declare them non- 
cooperative. With greatest respect, it is the submission of the 
domestic industry ^at in the aforementioned circumstances, the 
submissions made by the Government of Indonesia may not be 
taken into consideration, 

f) M/s. Citurgia Biochemicals Ltd., has expressed its full support for 
fixation of anti-dumping duty on citric acid originating in or 
exported from Indonesia and Thailand. 

g) We have studied the submissions from Indonesia and wish to state 
that adequate time was given prior to the preliminary imposition of 
anti dumping duty and adequate time has been given after the 
imposition of anti-dumping duty for parties to respond. 

2.8 REJOIKPER OF IMPORTER 
M/s. Clariant (Indial Ltd.. 

a) Importer has raised, whether the duty of US$ 456.67/mt is based 
on full dumping margin or injury elimination level and also if the 
duty is based on full dumping meirgin then would not the injury 
elimination price would be higher. 

b) The petitioner has taken his own cost of production to establish 
the normal value which is over stated and it only reflects the 
inefficiency of the domestic industries in India. 

c) The origin for calculating the dumping on the basis of constructed 
cost has not been disclosed. 

d) Non-confidential submission of the petitioner is unverified. 

e) During the period 1999-2000 the petitioner has been operating at 
its full capacity and yeau: 2000-2001 their both selling volume and 
selling price has increased which proves no injury. 

2.9 Price Undertakiiig offered by Indonesian Exporter 

M/s. P.T. BUDI ACID JAVA, Indonesia, who are the producer and 
exporter of Citric Acid have not responded in the prescribed 
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questionnaire in the present anti dumping case. However, after 
th i public hearing 21®^ Octolt)er 2002 they have proposed for a 
pr ce undertaking offer. 

2.10 E3 JI MINATIQN BY THE AUTHORITY 

The Designated Authority proposes to consider all submissions 
made by interested parties on merits and in accordance with the 
Rules, consistent with the Articles of WTO Agreement and also the 
va'ious provisions of the public hearing and disclosure of the non- 
cojifidential information as indicated in the anti dumping rules. 

However, certain important issues raised by the 
petitioner/exporter and other interested parties have been 
examined by the Authority as under: 

a) Re: yarding the duty composition to the extent of dumping margin 
or injury elimination level, the Authority notes and proposes to 
recommend the anti dumping duty equal to the margin or less, 
which if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic industry. 

b) Thi Authority notes, that notwithstanding the unsubstantiated 
argument raised by the importer/exporter regarding cost of 
prcduction, the authority carried out the complete and detailed 
verification and examination of the books of accounts and records 
of the domestic industry. 

c) The level of non-injurious price is the information confidential to 
the domestic industry as the level is based on the costing 
information on all relevant factors concerning the production and 
the production process of the domestic industry. 

d) Regarding the issue raised by M/s. Clsiriant (India) Ltd.,It is 
pointed that Column (1) of Para K(l) of preliminary finding dated 
14^‘ June 2002 denotes heading as Imports in MTs for the data in 
the same Column as in percentage terms. It is clarified that at the 
end of the said Table the figures are indexed. The abbreviation 
“MT’ as mentioned in Column 1 is only to indicate that the 
indexation is being done to the physical quantities measured in 
Metric Tons and not the value. 

Regarding Para: K(b) of preliminary finding there is a typographical 
erre r in the last column as the last column of the previous Table 
seems to be erroneously mentioned in this Table as well. The 
actual figures in the last column, read as follows:- 
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Year 

% share 

1999-2000 

49.82% 

2000-2001 

53.67% 

. 

April-December, 2001 

44.42% 

Annualized 

44.42% 


2.11 In response to the disclosiire. the following sttlmdssions have 
been made bv domestic industry 

M/s. Citmrgia Biochemicals Limited 

The domestic industry have reiterated their submissions made 
earlier and have mentioned that a? there are no submissions to 
the contrary neither any objection on the issue of product under 
consideration, like article and standing of the Domestic Industry, 
they have requested to confirm the preliminary findings. 

No responses were received either firom the importer/user 
industry or exporter to the disclosure statement. 

C. EaUUdlNATlON BY AUTHORITY 

The foregoing submissions made by the exporter,importer and the 
petitioner, to the extent these are relevant as per Rules and have a 
bearing upon the case, have been examined, considered and dealt 
with at appropriate places in these findings. 

3.1 PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

The Authority recalls and reiterates Para E 7 on the product under 
consideration of the preliminary findings dated 14.6.2002 as 
under 

The product under consideration in the present petition is “Citric 
Acid” also known as Citric Acid. Monohydrate. Citric Acid is a 
basic chemical normally classified under Customs sub-headings 
2918.14 of the Custom Tariff Act 1975. The Custom classification 
is indicative only and not binding on the scope of investigation. 
Citric Acid is used as preservative in food, soft drinks, 
confectionery, drugs, in textile dyeing and printing industry and 
has other industrial uses like in boiler cleaning etc. 
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j Authority has confirmed the preliminary finding on product 
ier consideration, since no arguments were raised by the 
jrested parties. 

ARTICLE 


j Authority recalls and reiterates Para F 8 on the Like Article of 
preliminary findings dated 14.6.2002 as underl¬ 
ie 2(d) of the Anti Dumping Rules specifies that “Like Articles” 
ans an Article which is identical or alike in all respects to the 
duct under investigation or in the absence of such an Article, 
)ther article, having characteristics closely resembling those of 
articles under examination. The Authority holds that Citric 
d being produced by the domestic industry and that being 
sorted from the subject countries can be used interchangeably 
i thus the two are commercially and technically substitutable 
i therefore, are like articles within the meaning of the Rules. 

jre is no argument disputing that Citric Acid produced by the 
nestic industry has characteristics closely resembling the 
sorted product and is substitutable by the Citric Acid imported 
[n the subject countries both commercially and technically, 
ric Acid produced by the domestic industry has been treated as 
Like Article to the product exported from Thailand and 
[onesia, within the meaning of Rule 2(d), 

absence of any argument raised by the interested parties, the 
thority has confirmed the preliminary finding on Like Articles. 

NDING OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 


Th 3 Authority recalls Para G 9 on the Standing of the Domestic 
Industry of the preliminary findings dated 14.6.2002 as under:- 

Ths petition has been filed by M/s Citurgia Biochemicals Ltd., on 
he lalf of the domestic industry. Other producers of Citric Acid in 
Inc.ia are M/s. Bharat Starch Industries Ltd. However, M/s. 
Bharat Starch Industries Ltd., was lying closed in the years 1999- 
20 DO and 2000-01 and recommissioned their Citric Acid Plant only 
in the third week of December, 2001. Therefore, M/s Citurgia 
Biochemicals Ltd., have the standing to file the petition on behalf 
of domestic industry as per Anti Dumping Rules. 

As per Rule 2(b) of the Anti Dumping Rules, “domestic industry 
me ans the domestic producers as a whole engaged in the 
msmufacture of the like article and any activity connected 
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therewith or those whose collective output of the said article 
constitutes a major proportion of the toted domestic production of 
diat article except when such produpers. 9 re related to the 
exporters or importers of the alleged dumped article or are 
themselves importers thereof in which case such producers shall 
be deemed not to form part of domestic industry.” Further Rule 
5(3) of the Anti Dumping Rules states that Designated Authority 
shall not initiate amy investigations pursuant to an application 
made under sub rule (1) unless it determines on the basis of an 
examination of the degree of support for* or opposition to the 
application expressed by domestic producers of the like product 
that the application has been made by or on behalf of the Domestic 
Industry provided that no investigation shall be initiated if 
domestic producers expressedly supporting the application 
account for less than 25% Of the total production of the like article 
by the Domestic Industry 

The Authority notes that there is no opposition to the petition by 
any of the domestic producers and therefore confirms the standing 
of the domestic industry in view of no submissions and holds that 
the petitioner satisfies the condition as per Rule 5(3) (a) and (b) and 
represents domestic industry as per Rule 2(b). 


3.4 PRICE UNDERTAKING 

Rule 15 of Anti Dumping Rules relating to suspensation or 
termination of investigation on price undertaking provides that the 
Designated Authority may suspend or terminate an investigation if 
the exporter of the article in question furnishes an undertaking in 
writing to the Designated Authority to revise the prices so that no 
exports of the said article are made to India are dumped prices, or 
in the case of imports from specified countries undertake to revise 
the prices so that injurious effect of dumping is eliminated and 
Designated Authority is satisfied that the injurious effect of 
dumping is eliminated. 

M/s. RT. BUDl ACID JAVA. INDONESIA 

One of the exporters, M/s. P.T. BUDI ACID JAVA, INDONESIA had 
extended his willingness to offer price undertaking. The offer was 
examined in detail and the Designated Authority found that the 
undertaking offered by the exporter cannot be accepted as the 
exporter M/s. P.T. BUDI ACID JAVA, did not file the complete 
response to the Exporters questionnaire and thereby treated non 
cooperative by the Authority during the investigations. 
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ORMAL VALUE. EXPORT PRICE & DUMPING MARGIN 


nder Section 9A(l)(c), normal value in relation to an article 
eans: 

^'he comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like 
Jirticle when meant for consumption in the exporting country or 
territory as determined in accordance with the rules made under 
s ub-section (6); or 

When there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of 
trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, 
c r when because of the particular market situation or low volume 
c f the sales in the domestic market of the exporting country or 
territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the 
normal value shall be either:- 

Comparable representative price of the like article when exported 
f'om the exporting country or territory or an appropriate third 
country as determined in accordance with the rules made under 
sub-section (6); or 

ttie cost of production of the said article in the country of origin 
along with reasonable addition for administrative, selling and 
general costs, and for profits, as determined in accordance with the 
rules made under sub-section(6); 

P rovided that in the case of import of the article from a country 
other than the country of origin and where the article has been 
merely transshipped through the country of export or such article 
is not produced in the country of export or there is no comparable 
price in the country of export, the normal value shall be 
determined with reference to its price in the country of origin. 

l adonesia 

F ORMAL VALUE: 


The Authority notes that the none of the exporters/producers from 
Indonesia have provided the complete information as per the 
prescribed questionnaire. 


The Normal Value was determined at ne time of Preliminary 
Findings of the investigations on the basis of the constructed cost 
o: production of Citric Acid as per information available in the 
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petitioti. The Authority has adopted the same for Fined Findings. 
Accordingly, the Normal Value of Citric Acid for all exporters from 
Indonesia has been taken at US$ ***** per MT. 

(b) EXPORT PRICE; 

None of the exporters from Indonesia has submitted. details of 
export price in reply to the Questionnaire. The Authority had 
adopted the export price based on DGCI^, Calcutta statistics in 
the Preliminary Findings. The Authority has adopted the same for 
the final finding. Ocean freight, Marine insurance, inland freight 
and port charges to the extent of ****^****^****and **** $/MT 

respectively based on the claim of the petitioner has been 
considered. The Ex-factoiy export price in the Period of 
Investigation thus works out to **** $/MT. ' 

3.7 Thailand 


(a) NORBIIAL VALUE: 

The Authority notes that the none of the exporters/producers from 
Thailand has provided the information as per the prescribed 
questionnaire. 

The Normal Value was determined at the time of Preliminary 
Findings of the investigations on the basis of the constructed cost 
of production of Citric Acid as per information available in the 
petition. The Authority has adopted the same for Final Findings. 
Accordingly, the Normal Value of Citric Acid for all exporters from 
Japan has beai taken at US$ **** per MT. 


(b) EXPORT PRICE; 

None of the exporters from Thailand has submitted details of 
export price in reply to the Questionnaire. The Authority had 
adopted the export price based on DGCI&S, Calcutta statistics in 
the Preliminary Findings. Ocean freight, Mari?^*^^ insurance, inland 
freight and port charges^ to the extent of ************ and **** 
$/MT respectively based on the cledm of the petitioner has been 
considered. The Ex-factoiy export price in the Period of 
Investigation thus works out to **** $/MT. 

3.8 DUMPING-COMPARISON OF NORMAL VALUE AND EXPORT 
PRICE 

(a) The rules relating to comparison provides as follows: - 


176 Gl/20qg—7 





50 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 1—Sec, j) 


(i) 


(ii) 


(hi) 


“While arriving at margin of dumping, the Designated Authority 
shall make a fair comparison between the export price and the 
r ormal value. The comparison shall be made at the same level of 
trade, normally at ex-works level, and in respect of sales made at 
8 s nesirly possible the same time. 

Due allowance shall be made in each case, on its merits, for 
c ifferenccs which affect price comparability, including differences 
ii conditions and terms of sales, taxation, levels of trade, 
cuantitic^, physical characteristics, and any other differences 
\ rhich are demonstrated to affect price comparability” 

1 'he authority proposes to follow the consistent policy of adopting 
the principles governing the determination of Normal Value, Export 
I Tice, and Margin of Dumping as laid down in Annexure 1 of the 
^ti dumping rules. Based on the Normal Values and Export Prices 
as indicated above the Authority assessed the Dumping Margins in 
case of all exporters/producers from the subject countries as given 
in the table below:-. 


Country-Wise 

Exporters/ 

Producers 

Normal Value 
($/MT) 

Export 

Price 

($/MT) 

Dumping 

Margin 

(%) 

Indonesia 

ie-k-k* 

•kkifk 

70.95% 

Thailand 

kkkk 

kkkk 

55.08% 


D. 4.1 


INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 


Under Rule 11 supra, Annexure-II, when a finding of injury is 
arrived at, such finding shall involve determination of the injury to 

he domestic industry, “.taking into account all relevsint facts, 

ncluding the volume of dumped imports, their effect on prices in 
he domestic market for like articles and the consequent effect of 
5 uch imports on domestic producers of such articles....” In 
considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is 
considered necessary to examine whether there has been a 
significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared 
with the price of the like article in India, or whether the effect of 
such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree 
Dr prevent price increases, which otherwise would have occurred, 
:o a significant degree. 
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4.2 CUBTOLAtlVE A8SESSMEWT OF INJURY 

It is observed from the facts available on record that the margins of 
dumping from each of the subject coimtries are more than the 2% 
limit expressed as % of export price. Also the volumes of imports 
from each of the country are more than deminimus. Cumulative 
assessment of the effects of imports would be appropriate since the 
exports from the subject countries directly compete with each 
other and with the goods offered by the domestic industry in the 
Indian market. The Authority, therefore, proposes to assess injury 
to the domestic industry from the subject countries cumulatively. 

The Authority notes that the margin of dumping and quantuin_oL 
imports from subject cotmtries are more than the limit prescribed 
above. Cumulative assessment of effect of imports from Indonesia 
and Thailand are appropriate since the export prices from these 
countries were directfy competing with the prices offered by the 
domestic industry in the Indian market and displacing domestic 
producers. 

4.3 As regards the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic 
industry the principle (iv) of Annexure-II of the Anti Dumping 
Rules states: 

"The examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the 
domestic industry concerned, shall include an evaluation of all 
relevant economic factors and indices having a bearing on the state 
of the Industry, including natural and potential decline in sales, 
profits, output, market share, productivity, return on investments 
or utilisation of capacity; factors affecting domestic prices, the 
magnitude of margin of dumping actual and potential negative 
effects on cash flow inventories, employment wages growth, ability 
to raise capital investments.” 

4.4 The Authority notes that the non-injurious price has been 
evaluated for the various domestic producers by appropriately 
considering the sales realisation from the related products. Also in 
order to eliminate inefficiencies, the Authority has normated and 
benchmarked the best practices on utilisation of raw materials, 
utilities etc.. 

4.5 As regards the injury which could happen on account of higher 
cost of production in India, the Authority notes that under the 
Indian Anti Dumping Rules it is the lesser duty rule which is 
applied. 
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4.6 The Authority has taken into account indices regarding injury 
for the final determination. This would involve all relevant 
parameters viz. volume of dumped imports, their effect on prices in 
the domestic market and its subsequent effect on domestic 
producers, production, capacity utilization, profitability, net sales 
realzacion etc. While determining the Non Injurious Wee for the 
like article for the domestic industry, the Authority has considered 
the optimum cost of production for the domestic industry which 
would take into account the normated best consumption norms 
and would also take into account the actual price of the raw 
matirials during the Period of Investigation which go into the 
proc uction of the product under consideration. While arriving at 
the injury margin, the Designated Authority takes into account 
optiim^m capacity utilization for arriving at a Non Injurious Price. 

The Authority has also examined the various injury parameters as 
per the Annexure II of the Anti Dumping Rules and look into the 
various factors which could have caused injury to the domestic 
industry in order to establish the causality. 

4.7 On he basis of the evidence available, the following parameters 
shovr existence of injury to the domestic industry caused by 
dumped imports from subject countries:- 

a) Changes in Market Share held by the Indian producers. 

The Authority notes from the table below that the sales of the 
domestic industry has declined in absolute terms as well as in 
relat.on to the total demand in the country. Their market share 
has declined from 53.67 % in 2000-2001 to 44.42% in the period 
of investigation. The loss of market share becomes more 
significant as the total demand is showing an upward trend. 



Inde>:ed 

It is also observed that the imports from the subject countries in 
comparison to the total imports have increased drastically from 
27.78% in 2000-2001 to 75.28%. 

During the period of investigation. This increase is on account of 
the low prices of imports from these sources. Imports from the 
subject countries have also gone up in absolute terms leading to 
the loss of market share of the domestic industry. 
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Year 

Countries (MT) 


% share 

1999-2000 

100.00 

100.00 

9.68% 

2000-2001 

257.40 

89.72 

27.78% 

April-Dece 

2001 

662.39 

85.19 

75.28% 

Annualized 

883.19 

113.59 

75.28% 


Further, imports from the subject countries in comparison to the 
total demand in the country have also increased drastically from 
4.86% in 1999-2000 to 12.87% in 2000-2001 and to 41.84% 
during the period of investigation. 


Year 

Jl ■ ■ 

Total Demand 

% share 

1999-2000 

4.86% 

100.00 

4.86% 

2000-2001 

12.87% 

97.18% 

12.87% 


41.84% 

76.91% 

41.84% 


41.84% 

102.54% 

41.84% 


Indexed I 


b) Output/Productivity flt Capacity Utilization 


It is noticed that the domestic industry had been operating at fairly 
high levels of capacity utilization prior to the period of 
investigation. However, the capacity utilization of the petitioners 
declined from 98.59 % in 2000-2001 to 94.60 % in the period of 
investigation, a decline of about 4% over the period. It is also seen 
that that there has been a drop in the production in the period of 
investigation over the preceding financial year. 


Year 


Production (MT) 

1999-2000 

100 

100.00 

2000-2001 

100 

, 100.82 

April-December 

2001 

75 

72.55 

Annualized 

100 

96.73 


8.59% 


4.60% 


4.60% 
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c) Sales Volume & Sales Value 

The I Authority notes that there has been a significant decline in the 
sales volume of the dorhestic industry to the tune of 12.7% of the 
sales volume in the period of investigation as compared to the 
preceding year. It can be seen that there has been a decline in the 
selltng price also in the period of investigation over the last year. 
While the decline in the selling price is marginal, it is important to 
note that the domestic industry has lost significant sales during 
the period. The Designated Authority is of the view that the 
domestic industry’s attempt to maintain the same level of selling 
prices has to be seen in the context of the declining sales volume. 
Further, due to the sustained dumping from the subject countries, 
the domestic industry has been suffering losses on the sale of the 
sut ject goods in the period of investigation. 

d) Evidence of Lost Contracts 

The complainant domestic industry has argued that despite the 
efforts by them' to hold on to the customers, the fact that 3670 MT 
of lumped imports arrived into India during POI is adequate 
evidence that it lost potential customers. 

e) Employment & Wages 

It h as further been argued by the domestic industry that despite 
poor realization, they have made all attempts to sustain hi^er 
levels of production and capacity utilization and, therefore, there 
has been no impact on the employment. Further, injury to the 
domestic industry cannot be reflected in the employment figures as 
the Indian labour laws are rigid in this regard. There has been no 
impact on the wages for the same reasons as explained above. 

f) ProRtabilitv 

It has been argued by some of the importers/exporters that the 
Designated Authority need to examine the cost and the profitability 
of ;he domestic industry carefully and duly account for the 
inefficiency of the domestic industry. However, the Designated 
Authority notes that none of the opposing parties has given any 
concrete data or submissions to establish their claims. 
Not withstanding the unsubstantiated arguments advanced by the 
exporters/importers, the Authority has carried out the complete 
and detailed verification of the books and records of the domestic 
industry. Based on this detailed examination, the Authority 
conirms its preliminary findings in this regard. As indicated in 
the preliminary findings, the domestic industry has suffered 
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serious injury in the form of direct losses per unit of sale. A 
comparison of the selling price and the cost of production per Unit 
during the period of investigation clearly shows an increase in the 
loss per unit of sale. As indicated in the preliminary findings, it is 
apparent that it is the price factor alone which can be considered 
to have led to injury to the domestic industry resulting in losses. 


Year 

ales Value 
(Rs. In lakhs) 

Cost of Sales 
(in lakhs) 


HBH 

1999-2000 

**** 


♦*** 

**** 

2000-2001 




**** 

April-December 

2001 








iilfkli ■ 

**** 


g) Actual and Potential Negative Effect on Cash Flows & Growth 

As is clear from the above table, the domestic industry has suffered 
losses during the period of investigation which is obviously 
affecting their cash flows. Due to the losses in the industry and 
continued dumped imports, the domestic industry is also not in a 
position to make any new investments for expansion. 

h) Inventories 

The inventories have significantly increased from 687MT at the end 
of March 2001 to 1225MT as on 31.12.2001 and is, therefore, 
indicative of injuiy to the domestic industry. 

i) Magnitude of Margin of Damping: 

As already indicated in the respective paras of these findings, the 
margins of dumping are as high as 71.95% and 55.08% for 
Indonesia and Thailand respectively. 

j) Price Underctttting 

It has been observed that dumping by the subject countries has 
had a significant impact on the net sales realization by the 
domestic industry for the subject goods. To hold on to its market 
share, the petitioner had to compete with low priced aind dumped 
imports of subject goods from the subject countries. The landed 
values of the dumped imports also indicate that there is price 
under-cutting taking place. 
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ce Underselli 


T tie Authority has also examined the claim of the domestic 
industry that the domestic industry is suffering on account of 
direct losses. The Authority notes that price underselling is an 
iiaportant indicator to make an assessment of injury. The 
Authority has worked out a fair selling price and compared the 
same to the landed value to arrive at the extent of price 
underselling. 

F eturn on investment & Ability to raise capital. 

T le rate of return on the investment during the period of 
investigation for the product under consideration has been 
negative for the domestic industry as a result of which the 
domestic industry has not been able to raise fresh capital or plan 
now investment in this product. 

CAUSAL LINK 


In determining whether material injury to the domestic industry 
was caused by the dumped imports, the Authority took into 
account the following facts:- 

Tlie Authority observes that there is a single market for the subject 
goods where dumped imports compete directly with the goods 
pi-oduced by the domestic industry. Decline in demand is not a 
factor causing injury to the domestic industry. The imported 
subject article and the domestically produced goods are like 
aJ ticles and are used for the same applications/end uses. Thus, 
piicing becomes the most important factor determining purchase 
ol the article from either imported sources or domestic sources. 

The imports from subject countries suppressed the prices of the 
product in the Indian market to such an extent that the domestic 
industry was prevented from recovering its full cost of production 
and earn a reasonable profit from the sale of subject goods in 
India. 

Diimped imports of subject goods from subject countries at 
dumped prices has resulted in substantial losses to the domestic 
industry. 


5.2 The Authority has examined various economic factors and indices 
arid has come to the following conclusions: 
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1) There has been a significant increase in the dumped imports of 
subject goods from subject country in absolute and relative terms. 

2) The dumped imports had a significant effect on the domestic prices 
of subject goods which resulted in price undercutting 

3) The dumped imports of subject goods have caused price 
suppression 

4) The inventory of finished goods with the domestic industry has 
increased due to dumped imports. 

5) The market share of the domestic industry has declined in the total 
demand. 

6) The domestic industry has not been able to raise fresh capital or 
plan new investment. 

7) The domestic industry is facing difficulty to raise the wages of its 
employees. 

The above factors cumulatively have caused material injury to the 
domestic industiy. 

F. INDIAN INPUSTRyS INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES; 

6.1 The purpose of anti dumping duties is to eliminate dumping which 
is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a 
situation of open and fair competition in the Indieui market which 
is in the general interest of the countiy. 

6.2 The Authority recognizes that the imposition of auiti dumping 
duties might affect the price levels of the products manufactured 
using subject goods and consequently mi^t have some influence 
on relative competitiveness of these products. However, fair 
competition on the Indieui market will not be reduced by the anti 
dumping measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti dumping 
measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping 
practices, would prevent the decline of the domestic industry and 
help maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of 
subject goods. The Authority notes that the imposition of ant^ 
dumping measures would not restrict imports from Subject 
countries in any way, and therefore, would not affect the 
availability of the product to the consumers. The consumers could 
still maintain two or even more sources of supply. - 
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G. FINAL FINDING 


7.1 it wo uld be seen, after considering the foregoing, that: 

(a) Citric Acid originating in or exported from Indonesia and Thailand 
have been exported to India below Normal Value, resulting in 
dum 3ing; 

(b) The Indian industry has suffered material injury on account of 

price undercutting, price suppression and significant increase in ' 

the v olume of dumped imports of subject goods from Indonesia 

and' Tiailand; % 

(c) The i ijury has been caused cumulatively to the domestic industry 
by th e dumped imports from Indonesia and Thailand. 

7.2 It is considered necessary to impose anti dumping duty, on all 
imports of Citric Acid originating in or exported from Indonesia and 
Thai] and, 

7.3 The Authority proposes to recommend the amount of anti dumping 
duty equal to the margin of dumping or injury, which if levied, 
would remove the injury to the domestic industry. For the purpose 
of determining injury margin, the landed price of imports has been 
compared with the non injurious selling price of the petitioner 
company deterrriined for the period of investigation. 

7 4 Accordingly, the Authority recommends imposition of definitive 
anti dumping duty as indicated in Col. No. 3 below be imposed 
from the date of notification issued in this regard by the Central 
Government on Citric Acid originating in or exported from 
Indonesia and Thailand. 



51. No. 

Exporters/ 

Producers 

Amount of Anti 
Dumping Duty 
Recommended 
(US $ per MT) 


1 

_ 

2 

3 

In 

donesia 

All exporters/producers 

456.67 

T 

:iailand 

— 

All exporters/producers 

374.36 


7.5 The anded value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable 
value as determined by the customs under Customs Tariff Act, 
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1962 and applicable level of custom duties except duties levied 
under Section 3, 3A, 8B, 9, 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

7.6 Subject to above, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings 
dated 14.6.2002 

7.7 An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise, Gold 
(Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act Supra. 


L. V SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authcrnty 
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